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REGULARITY VS. CONSTRUCTIVE COMPLETE
(CO)DISTRIBUTIVITY
HONGLIANG LAI AND LILI SHEN
Abstract. It is well known that a relation ϕ between sets is regular if, and only if,
Kϕ is completely distributive (cd), where Kϕ is the complete lattice consisting of fixed
points of the Kan adjunction induced by ϕ. For a small quantaloid Q, we investigate
the Q-enriched version of this classical result, i.e., the regularity of Q-distributors versus
the constructive complete distributivity (ccd) of Q-categories, and prove that “the dual
of Kϕ is (ccd) =⇒ ϕ is regular =⇒ Kϕ is (ccd)” for any Q-distributor ϕ. Although
the converse implications do not hold in general, in the case that Q is a commutative
integral quantale, we show that these three statements are equivalent for any ϕ if, and
only if, Q is a Girard quantale.
1. Introduction
The notion of regularity was first introduced by von Neumann [41] for rings. It was
later adapted to the context of semigroups by Green in his influential paper [13], which
initiated the study of regular semigroups for decades [8, 19]. More generally, one may
consider regular arrows in an arbitrary category C; that is, an arrow f : X −→ Y in C
such that there exists an arrow g : Y −→ X with f ◦ g ◦ f = f (see [23, Exercise I.5.7]).
Constructive complete distributivity (or (ccd) for short) was introduced by Fawcett and
Wood in [10]. Explicitly, a complete lattice A is (ccd) if sup : PA −→ A, the monotone
map sending each down set of A (here PA denotes the set of down sets of A, ordered
by inclusion) to its supremum, admits a left adjoint in Ord. It is well known that (ccd)
and (cd), i.e., complete distributivity, are equivalent notions if one assumes the axiom of
choice [10, 43]. Moreover, as one may describe a (ccd) lattice precisely by the existence
of a string of adjunctions
T ⊣ sup ⊣ Y : A −→ PA
in Ord, where Y is the (2-enriched) Yoneda embedding that sends each x ∈ A to the
principal down set ↓ x, the notion of (ccd) can be extended to any (locally small) category;
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see [22, 24, 28] for discussions of such categories (called totally distributive categories
there).
The motivation of this paper originates from a famous theorem in the theory of semi-
groups that reveals the closed relationship between regular relations (i.e., regular arrows
in the category Rel of sets and relations) and (cd) lattices. Explicitly, each relation
ϕ : A //◦ B between sets induces a Kan adjunction [35]
ϕ∗ ⊣ ϕ∗ : 2
A −→ 2B
between the powersets of A and B, with
ϕ∗V = {x ∈ A | ∃y ∈ V : xϕy} and ϕ∗U = {y ∈ B | ∀x ∈ A : xϕy =⇒ x ∈ U}
for V ⊆ B, U ⊆ A, whose fixed points constitute a complete lattice
Kϕ := Fix(ϕ∗ϕ
∗) = {V ⊆ B | ϕ∗ϕ
∗V = V }.
The following theorem was first discovered by Zarecki˘ı in the case B = A [48] (see also
[1, 32, 46] for related discussions), and was extended to arbitrary relations by Xu and Liu
[44, 45]:
1.1. Theorem. A relation ϕ : A //◦ B between sets is regular if, and only if, Kϕ is (cd).
Since distributors [2, 3, 5, 6] (also known as profunctors or bimodules) generalize
relations as functors generalize maps, it is natural to consider the possibility of establishing
Theorem 1.1 in the framework of category theory, with distributors and (ccd) in lieu of
relations and (cd), respectively. The aim of this paper is to investigate this problem
in a special case, i.e., for distributors between categories enriched in a small quantaloid
Q [15, 31, 33, 36, 38], which is interesting enough to reveal that it is a coincidence for
Theorem 1.1 to have such an elegant form — its validity relies on the fact that (ccd) and
op(ccd), i.e., constructive complete codistributivity, are equivalent notions when Q = 2!
For a small quantaloid Q, a Q-distributor ϕ : A //◦ B between Q-categories may
be thought of as a multi-typed and multi-valued relation that respects Q-categorical
structures in its domain and codomain, and regular Q-distributors are precisely regular
arrows in the category Q-Dist of Q-categories and Q-distributors. Each ϕ : A //◦ B
induces a Kan adjunction [35]
ϕ∗ ⊣ ϕ∗ : PA −→ PB
between the presheaf Q-categories of A and B, whose fixed points constitute a complete
Q-category Kϕ. Moreover, A Q-category A is (ccd) if one has a string of adjoint Q-
functors
T ⊣ sup ⊣ Y : A −→ PA,
where Y is the (Q-enriched) Yoneda embedding. Dually, A is op(ccd) if Aop is a (ccd)
Qop-category.
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With necessary preparations in Sections 2 and 3, we prove in Section 4 that Kϕ is
(ccd) whenever ϕ is a regular Q-distributor (see Theorem 4.5). Furthermore, in Section
5 we show that Theorem 4.5 gives rise to a (dual) equivalence of categories (see Theorem
5.5)
D(Q-Dist)opreg ≃ (Q-Sup)ccd. (1.i)
Here D(Q-Dist)reg is the full subcategory of D(Q-Dist), the category of diagonals in
Q-Dist (also known as the Freyd completion of Q-Dist, see Grandis [11, 12]), with
objects restricting to regular Q-distributors; while (Q-Sup)ccd is the category of (ccd) Q-
categories and sup-preserving Q-functors. The equivalence (1.i) extends Stubbe’s result
that the split-idempotent completion of Q-Dist is dually equivalent to (Q-Sup)ccd [39],
whose prototype comes from the work of Rosebrugh and Wood [27] when Q = 2.
Unfortunately, the converse statement of Theorem 4.5 is not true as the counterex-
ample given in 6.1 shows. In fact, the regularity of ϕ necessarily follows if one assumes
Kϕ to be op(ccd)! This observation is stated in Theorem 6.3, whose proof is the most
challenging one in this paper. Hence, the chain of logic is essentially as follows:
Kϕ is op(ccd) =⇒ ϕ is regular =⇒ Kϕ is (ccd). (1.ii)
Although both the implications in (1.ii) are proper when quantified over ϕ and Q as
one could easily see from Examples 6.1 and 6.9, in Section 7 it is shown that (ccd) and
op(ccd) are equivalent notions when Q is a Girard quantaloid [30], which leads to
Kϕ is op(ccd) ⇐⇒ ϕ is regular ⇐⇒ Kϕ is (ccd) (1.iii)
in this case (see Theorem 7.5). In particular, since 2 is a Girard quantale (i.e., a one-
object Girard quantaloid), Theorem 1.1 becomes a special case of Theorem 7.5; in this
sense we indeed give a new proof for the following version of Theorem 1.1 which does not
require the axiom of choice:
1.2. Theorem. A relation ϕ : A //◦ B between sets is regular if, and only if, Kϕ is
(ccd).
Finally, we wish to find the minimal requirement for Q to establish the equivalences
(1.iii). Some partial results are obtained in Section 8, where Q is assumed to be a
commutative integral quantale, and we show that the equivalences (1.iii) hold for any ϕ
enriched in such Q if, and only if, Q is a Girard quantale (see Theorem 8.2).
2. Regular arrows in a quantaloid
A quantaloid [31] Q is a category enriched in the symmetric monoidal closed category
Sup of complete lattices and join-preserving maps. Explicitly, Q is a locally ordered
2-category whose hom-sets are complete lattices such that the composition ◦ of Q-arrows
preserves joins on both sides, with the induced adjoints
− ◦ f ⊣ − ւ f : Q(X,Z) −→ Q(Y, Z) and g ◦ − ⊣ g ց − : Q(X,Z) −→ Q(X, Y )
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satisfying
g ◦ f ≤ h ⇐⇒ g ≤ hւ f ⇐⇒ f ≤ g ց h
for all Q-arrows f : X −→ Y , g : Y −→ Z, h : X −→ Z.
A Q-arrow f : X −→ Y is regular [23] if there exists a Q-arrow g : Y −→ X such
that f ◦ g ◦ f = f . Note that for any Q-arrow f : X −→ Y ,
←−
f := (f ց f)ւ f : Y −→ X
is the greatest Q-arrow g : Y −→ X with f ◦ g ◦ f ≤ f . This observation makes it easy
to verify the following characterization of regular Q-arrows:
2.1. Proposition. For any Q-arrow f , the following statements are equivalent:
(i) f is regular.
(ii) f = f ◦
←−
f ◦ f .
(iii) f ≤ f ◦
←−
f ◦ f .
2.2. Example.
(1) Any Q-arrow f : X −→ Y that admits a left or right adjoint in the 2-category Q is
regular.
(2) The category Rel is in fact a quantaloid under the inclusion order of relations.
For any relation ϕ : X //◦ Y , it is straightforward to check that ←−ϕ : Y //◦ X is
precisely the relation ϕ≤ defined by Erne´ in [9, Section 4]; that is, the greatest
relation ψ : Y //◦ X with ϕ ◦ ψ ◦ ϕ ⊆ ϕ.
(3) Sup is itself a quantaloid, in which a join-preserving map f : X −→ Y between
(ccd) lattices is regular if, and only if, the image of f , Imf = {f(x) | x ∈ X}, is a
(ccd) lattice (see [18, Theorem 3.1]).
Each quantaloid Q induces an arrow category Arr(Q) of Q with Q-arrows as objects
and pairs of Q-arrows (u : X1 −→ X2, v : Y1 −→ Y2) satisfying
g ◦ u = v ◦ f
Y1 Y2v
//
X1
f

X2
u //
g

as arrows from f : X1 −→ Y1 to g : X2 −→ Y2. Arr(Q) is again a quantaloid with the
componentwise local order inherited from Q.
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For arrows (u, v), (u′, v′) : f −→ g in Arr(Q), denote by (u, v) ∼ (u′, v′) if the com-
mutative squares
Y1 Y2v
//
X1
f

X2
u //
g

Y1 Y2
v′
//
X1
f

X2
u′ //
g

❄
❄
❄
❄
❄
❄
❄

❄
❄
❄
❄
❄
❄
❄
have the same diagonal ; that is, if
g ◦ u = v ◦ f = g ◦ u′ = v′ ◦ f.
“∼” gives rise to a congruence on Arr(Q), and the induced quotient quantaloid, denoted
by D(Q), is called the quantaloid of diagonals in Q (see [40, Example 2.14]). The under-
lying category of D(Q) is also known as the Freyd completion of Q, which makes sense
for an arbitrary category instead of a quantaloid (see [11, 12]).
By restricting the objects of D(Q) on regular Q-arrows one has a full subquantaloid
D(Q)reg of D(Q). Again, D(Q)reg has a full subquantaloid D(Q)idm [37] whose objects
are idempotent Q-arrows, which is known as the split-idempotent completion of Q.1
2.3. Proposition. D(Q)reg is equivalent to its full subquantaloid D(Q)idm.
Proof. For any regular Q-arrow f : X −→ Y , it is clear that
←−
f ◦ f : X −→ X is an
idempotent Q-arrow. It suffices to verify that f and
←−
f ◦ f are isomorphic objects in
D(Q)reg, which is easy since
(
←−
f ◦ f,
←−
f ) : f −→
←−
f ◦ f and (1X , f) :
←−
f ◦ f −→ f
satisfy
(
←−
f ◦ f,
←−
f ) ◦ (1X , f) ∼ (1X , 1Y ) : f −→ f
and
(1X , f) ◦ (
←−
f ◦ f,
←−
f ) ∼ (1X , 1X) :
←−
f ◦ f −→
←−
f ◦ f,
establishing an isomorphism in D(Q)reg.
3. Q-categories and Kan adjunctions
From now on, let Q be a small quantaloid. We shall use the same notations of Q-
categories, Q-distributors and Q-functors as fixed in [34, Subsection 3.1], and here is a
brief summary of the basic notions.
1Arrows from an idempotent e : X −→ X to an idempotent f : Y −→ Y in D(Q)idm can be
equivalently described as Q-arrows u : X −→ Y with u ◦ e = u = f ◦ u.
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A (small) Q-category A is determined by a set A0 of objects, a type map t : A0 −→
obQ, and hom-arrows A(x, y) ∈ Q(tx, ty) with 1tx ≤ A(x, x) and A(y, z) ◦ A(x, y) ≤
A(x, z) for all x, y, z ∈ A0.
A Q-distributor ϕ : A //◦ B between Q-categories is a map that assigns to each pair
(x, y) ∈ A0 × B0 a Q-arrow ϕ(x, y) ∈ Q(tx, ty), such that B(y, y
′) ◦ ϕ(x, y) ◦ A(x′, x) ≤
ϕ(x′, y′) for all x, x′ ∈ A0, y, y
′ ∈ B0. Q-categories and Q-distributors constitute a
quantaloid Q-Dist with the pointwise local order inherited from Q.
A Q-functor (resp. fully faithful Q-functor) F : A −→ B between Q-categories is
a map F : A0 −→ B0 with tx = t(Fx) and A(x, y) ≤ B(Fx, Fy) (resp. A(x, y) =
B(Fx, Fy)) for all x, y ∈ A0. Q-categories and Q-functors are organized into a 2-category
Q-Cat with 2-cells given by the pointwise underlying order
F ≤ G : A −→ B ⇐⇒ ∀x ∈ A0 : Fx ≤ Gx in B0
⇐⇒ ∀x ∈ A0 : 1tx ≤ B(Fx,Gx).
Each Q-functor F : A −→ B induces an adjunction F♮ ⊣ F
♮ in Q-Dist with
F♮ = B(F−,−) : A //◦ B, and F
♮ = B(−, F−) : B //◦ A,
called respectively the graph and cograph of F , which are both 2-functorial as
(−)♮ : Q-Cat −→ (Q-Dist)
co, (−)♮ : Q-Cat −→ (Q-Dist)op,
where “co” refers to the dualization of 2-cells.
A presheaf with type X on a Q-category A is a Q-distributor µ : A //◦ ⋆X , where
⋆X is the Q-category with only one object of type X . Presheaves on A constitute a Q-
category PA with PA(µ, µ′) = µ′ ւ µ for all µ, µ′ ∈ PA. Dually, the Q-category P†A
of copresheaves on A consists of Q-distributors λ : ⋆X //◦ A as objects with type X and
P†A(λ, λ′) = λ′ ց λ for all λ, λ′ ∈ P†A.
3.1. Remark. For any Q-category A, it follows from the definition that the underlying
order on PA coincides with the local order in Q-Dist, while the underlying order on P†A
is the reverse local order in Q-Dist, i.e.,
λ ≤ λ′ in P†A ⇐⇒ λ′ ≤ λ in Q-Dist.
In order to get rid of the confusion about the symbol ≤, we make the convention that
the symbol ≤ between Q-distributors always refers to the local order in Q-Dist unless
otherwise specified.
A Q-category A is complete if each µ ∈ PA has a supremum sup µ ∈ A0 of type tµ
such that
A(sup µ,−) = Aւ µ; (3.i)
or equivalently, if the Yoneda embedding Y : A −→ PA has a left adjoint sup : PA −→ A
in Q-Cat. It is well known that A is a complete Q-category if, and only if, Aop is a
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complete Qop-category2 [36], where the completeness of Aop may be translated as each
λ ∈ P†A admitting an infimum inf λ ∈ A0 of type tλ such that
A(−, inf λ) = λց A; (3.ii)
or equivalently, the co-Yoneda embedding Y† : A //◦ P†A, x 7→ A(x,−) admitting a right
adjoint inf : P†A −→ A in Q-Cat.
3.2. Lemma. [Yoneda] (See [36].) For any Q-category A and µ ∈ PA, λ ∈ P†A,
µ = PA(YA−, µ) = (YA)♮(−, µ), λ = P
†
A(λ,Y†
A
−) = (Y†
A
)♮(λ,−).
3.3. Theorem. (See [38].) A Q-category A is complete if, and only if,
(1) A is tensored in the sense that for any x ∈ A0 and f ∈ P(tx)
3, there exists f⊗x ∈ A0
of type cod f with A(f ⊗ x,−) = A(x,−)ւ f ;
(2) A is cotensored in the sense that the for any x ∈ A0 and g ∈ P
†(tx), there exists
g֌ x ∈ A0 of type dom g with A(−, g֌ x) = g ց A(−, x);
(3) A is order-complete in the sense that each AX , the Q-subcategory of A consisting
of all objects of type X ∈ obQ, admits all joins in the underlying order.
3.4. Proposition. (See [35, 36].) For any Q-category A, PA and P†A are both complete
Q-categories in which
(1) f ⊗PA µ = f ◦ µ, g֌PA µ = g ց µ for all µ ∈ PA, f ∈ P(tµ), g ∈ P
†(tµ),
(2) f ⊗P†A λ = λւ f , g֌P†A λ = λ ◦ g for all λ ∈ P
†
A, f ∈ P(tλ), g ∈ P†(tλ),
(3) supPAΘ = Θ ◦ (YA)♮ =
∨
µ∈PA
Θ(µ) ◦ µ for all Θ ∈ PPA,
(4) infPAΛ = Λց (YA)♮ =
∧
µ∈PA
Λ(µ)ց µ for all Λ ∈ P†PA,
(5) supP†AΘ = (Y
†
A
)♮ ւ Θ =
∧
λ∈P†A
λւ Θ(λ) for all Θ ∈ PP†A, and
(6) infP†AΛ = (Y
†
A
)♮ ◦ Λ =
∨
λ∈P†A
λ ◦ Λ(λ) for all Λ ∈ P†P†A.
2The dual of aQ-category A, denoted by Aop, is a Qop-category with Aop0 = A0 and A
op(x, y) = A(y, x)
for all x, y ∈ A0.
3f ∈ P(tx) := P⋆tx is essentially a Q-arrow with domain tx. Similarly, g ∈ P
†(tx) := P†⋆tx is
precisely a Q-arrow with codomain tx.
8 HONGLIANG LAI AND LILI SHEN
3.5. Proposition. (See [35].) Suppose F : A −→ A is a Q-monad (resp. Q-comonad)
on a skeletal4 Q-category A; that is, 1A ≤ F (resp. F ≤ 1A) and FF = F . Let
Fix(F ) := {x ∈ A0 | Fx = x} = {Fx | x ∈ A0}
be the Q-subcategory of A consisting of the fixed points of F . Then
(1) the inclusion Q-functor Fix(F ) 

// A is right (resp. left) adjoint to the codomain
restriction F : A −→ Fix(F );
(2) Fix(F ) is a complete Q-category provided so is A.
If B = Fix(F ) for a Q-monad F : A −→ A, suprema in B are given by sup
B
µ =
F supA(µ ◦ I
♮) for all µ ∈ PB. In particular, for all x, xi ∈ B0 (i ∈ I), f ∈ P(tx),
f ⊗B x = F (f ⊗A x),
⊔
i∈I
xi = F
(∨
i∈I
xi
)
, (3.iii)
where
⊔
and
∨
respectively denote the underlying joins in B and A.
Each Q-distributor ϕ : A //◦ B induces a Kan adjunction [35] ϕ∗ ⊣ ϕ∗ in Q-Cat given
by
ϕ∗ : PB −→ PA, λ 7→ λ ◦ ϕ,
ϕ∗ : PA −→ PB, µ 7→ µւ ϕ
and a dual Kan adjunction [33] ϕ† ⊣ ϕ
† given by
ϕ† : P
†
B −→ P†A, λ 7→ ϕց λ,
ϕ† : P†A −→ P†B, µ 7→ ϕ ◦ µ.
The fixed points of the Q-monad ϕ∗ϕ
∗ : PB −→ PB and the Q-comonad ϕ∗ϕ∗ :
PA −→ PA induced by the Kan adjunction ϕ∗ ⊣ ϕ∗ : PA −→ PB,
Kϕ := Fix(ϕ∗ϕ
∗) = {λ ∈ PB | ϕ∗ϕ
∗λ = λ} and
Kϕ := Fix(ϕ∗ϕ∗) = {µ ∈ PA | ϕ
∗ϕ∗µ = µ},
are both complete Q-categories by Proposition 3.5(2) since so are PB and PA. It is
obvious that Kϕ and Kϕ are isomorphic Q-categories with the isomorphisms given by
ϕ∗ : Kϕ −→ Kϕ and ϕ∗ : Kϕ −→ Kϕ.
3.6. Example. For the identity Q-distributor A : A //◦ A on a Q-category A, KA =
KA = PA is precisely the presheaf Q-category of A.
4A Q-category A is skeletal if x ∼= y (i.e., x ≤ y and y ≤ x) in the underlying order of A necessarily
forces x = y.
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3.7. Proposition. (See [15].) (−)∗ : (Q-Dist)op −→ Q-Cat and (−)† : (Q-Dist)co −→
Q-Cat are both 2-functorial, and one has two pairs of adjoint 2-functors
(−)♮ ⊣ (−)∗ : (Q-Dist)op −→ Q-Cat and (−)♮ ⊣ (−)
† : (Q-Dist)co −→ Q-Cat.
The adjunctions (−)♮ ⊣ (−)∗ and (−)♮ ⊣ (−)
† : (Q-Dist)co −→ Q-Cat give rise to
isomorphisms
(Q-Cat)co(A,P†B) ∼= Q-Dist(A,B) ∼= Q-Cat(B,PA)
for all Q-categories A, B. We denote by
ϕ˜ : B −→ PA, ϕ˜y = ϕ(−, y) = ϕ∗YBy, (3.iv)
ϕ̂ : A −→ P†B, ϕ̂x = ϕ(x,−) = ϕ†Y†
A
x (3.v)
for the transposes of each Q-distributor ϕ : A //◦ B, which are determined by
ϕ = (Y†
B
)♮ ◦ ϕ̂♮ = ϕ˜
♮ ◦ (YA)♮. (3.vi)
Each Q-functor F : A −→ B gives rise to four Q-functors between the Q-categories of
presheaves and copresheaves on A, B:
F→ := (F ♮)∗ : PA −→ PB, F← := (F♮)
∗ = (F ♮)∗ : PB −→ PA,
F−7→ := (F♮)
† : P†A −→ P†B, F←7− := (F ♮)† = (F♮)† : P
†
B −→ P†A.
(3.vii)
As special cases of (dual) Kan adjunctions one immediately has F→ ⊣ F← and F←7− ⊣ F−7→
in Q-Cat.
3.8. Proposition. (See [36].) Let F : A −→ B be a Q-functor, with A complete. Then
the following statements are equivalent:
(i) F is a left (resp. right) adjoint in Q-Cat.
(ii) F is sup-preserving (resp. inf-preserving) in the sense that F supA = supB F
→
(resp. F infA = infB F
−7→).
(iii) F is a left (resp. right) adjoint between the underlying ordered sets of A, B, and
preserves tensors (resp. cotensors) in the sense that F (f ⊗A x) = f ⊗B Fx (resp.
F (f ֌A x) = f ֌B Fx) for all choices of f and x.
Therefore, left adjoint Q-functors between complete Q-categories are precisely sup-
preserving Q-functors, and we denote by Q-Sup the category of skeletal complete Q-
categories and sup-preserving Q-functors5, which is in fact a quantaloid with pointwise
local order inherited from Q-Cat. Dually, complete Q-categories and inf-preserving Q-
functors (or equivalently, right adjoint Q-functors) constitute a 2-subcategory Q-Inf of
Q-Cat; however, it should be careful that (Q-Inf)co (rather than Q-Inf itself) is a quan-
taloid. It is not difficult to verify the following isomorphisms of quantaloids:
5Q-Sup is written as Q-CCat in [33, 34, 35].
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3.9. Proposition. Q-Sup ∼= (Q-Inf)coop ∼= (Qop-Sup)op ∼= (Qop-Inf)co.
4. Regularity implies (ccd)
Q-distributor ϕ : A //◦ B is regular if ϕ is a regular arrow in the quantaloid Q-Dist; that
is, if the Q-distributor
←−ϕ = (ϕց ϕ)ւ ϕ : B //◦ A
satisfies ϕ = ϕ ◦←−ϕ ◦ ϕ (see Proposition 2.1).
4.1. Example. The graph F♮ : A //◦ B and the cograph F
♮ : B //◦ A of any Q-functor
F : A −→ B are regular Q-distributors since F♮ ⊣ F
♮ in Q-Dist.
A Q-category A is constructively completely distributive, or (ccd) for short, if it is
complete and supA : PA −→ A admits a left adjoint TA : A −→ PA in Q-Cat; that is, if
there exists a string of adjoint Q-functors
TA ⊣ supA ⊣ YA : A −→ PA.
4.2. Example. For any Q-category A, PA is a (ccd) Q-category. Indeed, from (3.vii)
and Proposition 3.4(3) one sees that supPA = Y
←
A
: PPA −→ PA has a left adjoint
Y
→
A
: PA −→ PPA in Q-Cat.
4.3. Proposition. (See [26].) A retract6 of a (ccd) Q-category in Q-Sup is (ccd).
Proof. Let A be a (ccd) Q-category with TA ⊣ supA : PA −→ A. If a pair of left adjoint
Q-functors B
F //
oo
G
A satisfies GF = 1B, in order to prove that B is (ccd), it suffices to verify
G→TAF ⊣ supB : PB −→ B. This is easy since from Proposition 3.8(ii) one immediately
has
sup
B
G→TAF = GsupATAF ≥ GF = 1B,
G→TAF supB = G
→TAsupAF
→ ≤ G→F→ = (GF )→ = 1PB,
and the conclusion thus follows.
4.4. Proposition. If θ : A //◦ A is an idempotent Q-distributor, then Kθ is a (ccd)
Q-category.
Proof. Since Kθ ∼= Kθ, we show that Kθ is (ccd). Indeed, the inclusion Q-functor
J : Kθ −→ PA is a left adjoint in Q-Cat by Proposition 3.5(1), and so is the codomain
restriction θ∗ : PA −→ Kθ, whose composition θ∗J = 1Kθ since θ is idempotent. Thus the
conclusion follows from Proposition 4.3.
6In any category C, an object X is a retract of an object Y if there are C-arrows f : X −→ Y and
g : Y −→ X such that g ◦ f = 1X (see [5, Definition 1.7.3]).
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4.5. Theorem. If ϕ is a regular Q-distributor, then Kϕ is a (ccd) Q-category. Con-
versely, every skeletal (ccd) Q-category is isomorphic to Kϕ for some regular Q-distributor
ϕ.
Proof. Each regular Q-distributor ϕ : A //◦ B induces an idempotent Q-distributor
ϕ ◦ ←−ϕ : B //◦ B. To show that Kϕ is (ccd), by Proposition 4.4 it suffices to prove
Kϕ = K(ϕ ◦←−ϕ ). On one hand, λ ∈ Kϕ implies
λ = ϕ∗ϕ
∗λ = (ϕ ◦←−ϕ ◦ ϕ)∗ϕ
∗λ = (ϕ ◦←−ϕ )∗ϕ∗ϕ
∗λ = (ϕ ◦←−ϕ )∗λ ∈ K(ϕ ◦
←−ϕ ).
On the other hand, λ ∈ K(ϕ ◦ ←−ϕ ) implies λ = (ϕ ◦ ←−ϕ )∗λ
′ for some λ′ ∈ PB, and
consequently
λ = (ϕ ◦←−ϕ )∗λ
′ = ϕ∗(
←−ϕ ∗λ
′) ∈ Kϕ.
Conversely, each skeletal (ccd) Q-category A induces a Q-distributor θA : A //◦ A
whose transpose (see (3.iv))
θ˜A = TA : A −→ PA
is the left adjoint of sup
A
: PA −→ A. We show that θA is a regular Q-distributor and
A ∼= KθA.
First, θA is idempotent, thus regular. Indeed,
θA(−, x) = TAx (Equation (3.iv))
= TAsupATAx (TA ⊣ supA)
= supPAT
→
A
TAx (Proposition 3.8(ii))
= (TAx) ◦ T
♮
A
◦ (YA)♮ ((3.vii) and Proposition 3.4(3))
= θA(−, x) ◦ θA (Equation (3.vi))
for all x ∈ A0, showing that θA ◦ θA = θA.
Second, A ∼= KθA. Since it is easy to see A ∼= ImYA, where ImYA = {YAx | x ∈ A0} is
a Q-subcategory of PA, it remains to prove KθA = ImYA. On one hand, µ ∈ KθA implies
µ = µ′ ւ θA for some µ
′ ∈ PA, and consequently
µ = µ′ ւ θA = PA(TA−, µ
′) = A(−, supAµ
′) = YAsupAµ
′ ∈ ImYA.
On the other hand, YAx ∈ KθA for any x ∈ A0 since TA ⊣ supA ⊣ YA implies
1A ≤ supATA = supATAsupAYA ≤ supAYA = 1A;
that is, 1A = supATA. It follows that
(θA)∗(θA)
∗
YAx = θA(−, x)ւ θA = PA(TA−, TAx) = A(−, supATAx) = A(−, x) = YAx,
which completes the proof.
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5. D(Q-Dist)reg is dually equivalent to (Q-Sup)ccd
In this section we show that Theorem 4.5 can be enhanced to a (dual) equivalence of
categories, with regular Q-distributors and (ccd) Q-categories as objects, respectively. To
this end, first we establish the (contravariant) functoriality of the assignment ϕ 7→ Kϕ by
sending each commutative square
B B
′
η
//
A
ϕ

A
′ζ //
ψ

◦
◦
◦ ◦
in Q-Dist to the left adjoint Q-functor
K(ζ, η) := (Kψ 

// PB′
η∗
// PB
ϕ∗ϕ
∗
// Kϕ).
5.1. Proposition. K : Arr(Q-Dist)op −→ Q-Sup is a quantaloid homomorphism.
Proof. Step 1. η∗ψ∗ψ
∗ ≤ ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗. Consider the following diagram:
PB PA
ϕ∗
//
PB′
η∗

PA′
ψ∗
//
ζ∗

PBϕ∗
//
PB′
ψ∗
//
η∗

{ ⑧⑧
Note that the commutativity of the left square follows trivially from the functoriality of
(−)∗ : (Q-Dist)op −→ Q-Cat, and thus it suffices to check η∗ψ∗ ≤ ϕ∗ζ
∗. Indeed, for all
µ′ ∈ PA′,
η∗ψ∗µ
′ = (µ′ ւ ψ) ◦ η
≤ ((µ′ ւ ψ) ◦ η ◦ ϕ)ւ ϕ
= ((µ′ ւ ψ) ◦ ψ ◦ ζ)ւ ϕ
≤ (µ′ ◦ ζ)ւ ϕ
= ϕ∗ζ
∗µ′,
as desired.
Step 2. K(ζ, η) : Kψ −→ Kϕ is a left adjoint Q-functor. For this, note that η∗ :
PB −→ PB′ can be restricted as a Q-functor η∗ : Kϕ −→ Kψ. Indeed, from η
∗ ⊣ η∗ :
PB −→ PB′ and Step 1 one has ψ∗ψ
∗ ≤ η∗ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗, which implies
ψ∗ψ
∗η∗λ ≤ η∗ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗η∗λ ≤ η∗ϕ∗ϕ
∗λ = η∗λ,
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and consequently η∗λ ∈ Kψ for all λ ∈ Kϕ. Now it remains to prove K(ζ, η) ⊣ η∗ :
Kϕ −→ Kψ. Since ϕ∗ϕ
∗ is a Q-monad on PB, it holds that
PB(η∗λ′, λ) ≤ PB(ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗λ′, ϕ∗ϕ
∗λ) = PB(ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗λ′, λ) ≤ PB(η∗λ′, λ)
for all λ′ ∈ Kψ, λ ∈ Kϕ. Hence
Kϕ(K(ζ, η)λ′, λ) = PB(ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗λ′, λ) = PB(η∗λ′, λ) = PB′(λ′, η∗λ) = Kψ(λ
′, η∗λ),
showing that K(ζ, η) ⊣ η∗ : Kϕ −→ Kψ.
Step 3. K : Arr(Q-Dist)op −→ Q-Sup is a functor. For this one must prove
K(ζ, η)K(ζ ′, η′) = K(ζ ′ ◦ ζ, η′ ◦ η) : Kξ −→ Kϕ
for any arrows (ζ, η) : ϕ −→ ψ and (ζ ′, η′) : ψ −→ ξ in Arr(Q-Dist). It suffices to check
that
ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗ψ∗ψ
∗η′∗ = ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗η′∗. (5.i)
On one hand, Step 1 implies ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗ψ∗ψ
∗η′∗ ≤ ϕ∗ϕ
∗ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗η′∗ = ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗η′∗ since ϕ∗ϕ
∗ is
idempotent. On the other hand, ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗η′∗ ≤ ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗ψ∗ψ
∗η′∗ holds trivially since 1PB′ ≤
ψ∗ψ
∗.
Step 4. K : Arr(Q-Dist)op −→ Q-Sup is a quantaloid homomorphism. To show
that K preserves joins of arrows in Arr(Q-Dist), let {(ζi, ηi)}i∈I be a family of arrows
from ϕ : A //◦ B to ψ : A′ //◦ B′ in Arr(Q-Dist), and one needs to verify
K
(∨
i∈I
ζi,
∨
i∈I
ηi
)
=
⊔
i∈I
K(ζi, ηi) : Kψ −→ Kϕ,
where
⊔
denotes the pointwise join in Q-Sup(Kψ,Kϕ) inherited from Kϕ. Indeed, since
ϕ∗ϕ
∗ : PB −→ Kϕ is a left adjoint Q-functor by Proposition 3.5(1), one has
K
(∨
i∈I
ζi,
∨
i∈I
ηi
)
λ′ = ϕ∗ϕ
∗
(∨
i∈I
ηi
)∗
λ′
= ϕ∗ϕ
∗
(
λ′ ◦
∨
i∈I
ηi
)
= ϕ∗ϕ
∗
(∨
i∈I
λ′ ◦ ηi
)
=
⊔
i∈I
ϕ∗ϕ
∗(λ′ ◦ ηi) (Proposition 3.8(iii))
=
⊔
i∈I
ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗i λ
′
=
⊔
i∈I
K(ζi, ηi)λ
′
for all λ′ ∈ Kψ. This completes the proof.
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5.2. Remark. A Chu transform (called an infomorphism in [33, 35])
(F,G) : (ϕ : A //◦ B) −→ (ψ : A′ //◦ B′)
between Q-distributors is a pair of Q-functors F : A −→ A′ and G : B′ −→ B such
that ψ(F−,−) = ϕ(−, G−); or equivalently, ψ ◦ F♮ = G
♮ ◦ ϕ. Q-distributors and Chu
transforms constitute a category Q-Chu (denoted by Q-Info in [33, 35]), and one has a
natural functor
(♮,
♮) : Q-Chu −→ Arr(Q-Dist), (F,G) 7→ (F♮, G
♮).
It should be pointed out that the composite of K : Arr(Q-Dist)op −→ Q-Sup with the
functor (♮,
♮)op : (Q-Chu)op −→ Arr(Q-Dist)op is exactly the functorK : (Q-Chu)op −→
Q-Sup obtained in [35]. So, the functor K given in Proposition 5.1 is an extension of the
functor K : (Q-Chu)op −→ Q-Sup in [35].
5.3. Proposition. For arrows (ζ, η), (ζ ′, η′) : (ϕ : A //◦ B) −→ (ψ : A′ //◦ B′) in
Arr(Q-Dist),
(ζ, η) ∼ (ζ ′, η′) ⇐⇒ K(ζ, η) = K(ζ ′, η′) : Kψ −→ Kϕ.
Therefore, K factors uniquely through the quotient homomorphism Arr(Q-Dist)op −→
D(Q-Dist)op via a unique faithful quantaloid homomorphism Kd : D(Q-Dist)
op −→
Q-Sup.
Arr(Q-Dist)op D(Q-Dist)op//
Q-Sup
K
**❚❚
❚❚❚
❚❚❚
❚❚❚
❚❚❚
❚❚❚
❚❚❚❚
❚❚❚
❚❚❚
❚
Kd

✤
✤
✤
✤
✤
Proof. If (ζ, η) ∼ (ζ ′, η′), then η ◦ ϕ = η′ ◦ ϕ, and thus the functoriality of (−)∗ :
(Q-Dist)op −→ Q-Cat implies
K(ζ, η)λ′ = ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗λ′ = ϕ∗ϕ
∗η′∗λ′ = K(ζ ′, η′)λ′
for all λ′ ∈ Kψ. Conversely, suppose K(ζ, η) = K(ζ ′, η′), one needs to show that η ◦ ϕ =
η′ ◦ ϕ. Indeed,
η(−, y′) ◦ ϕ = ϕ∗η∗YB′y
′ (Equation (3.iv))
= ϕ∗ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗YB′y
′ (ϕ∗ ⊣ ϕ∗)
= ϕ∗ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗ψ∗ψ
∗
YB′y
′ (similar to the proof of Equation (5.i))
= ϕ∗K(ζ, η)ψ∗ψ
∗
YB′y
′
= ϕ∗K(ζ ′, η′)ψ∗ψ
∗
YB′y
′ (K(ζ, η) = K(ζ ′, η′))
= η′(−, y′) ◦ ϕ (repeating the above steps)
for all y′ ∈ B′0, as desired.
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Let Arr(Q-Dist)reg and (Q-Sup)ccd denote the full subquantaloids of Arr(Q-Dist)
and Q-Sup, respectively, with objects restricting to regular Q-distributors and (ccd) Q-
categories. Then K sends objects in Arr(Q-Dist)reg to those in (Q-Sup)ccd by Theorem
4.5, and furthermore:
5.4. Proposition. If ψ is a regular Q-distributor, then the map
K : Arr(Q-Dist)(ϕ, ψ) −→ Q-Sup(Kψ,Kϕ)
is full. Hence, the restriction Arr(Q-Dist)opreg −→ (Q-Sup)ccd of K : Arr(Q-Dist)
op −→
Q-Sup is a full quantaloid homomorphism.
Proof.Given a left adjointQ-functor F : Kψ −→ Kϕ, define aQ-distributor ξ : B //◦ B′
through its transpose as
ξ˜ := (B′
Y
B′ // PB′
ψ∗ψ
∗
//Kψ
F //Kϕ 

// PB). (5.ii)
Since the square
B B
′
η:=ψ◦
←−
ψ ◦ξ
//
A
ϕ

A
′ζ:=
←−
ψ ◦ξ◦ϕ
//
ψ

◦
◦ ◦
◦
is clearly commutative, i.e., (ζ, η) ∈ Arr(Q-Dist)(ϕ, ψ), it now remains to prove K(ζ, η) =
F .
First, it follows from Proposition 3.4(1) and Equation (3.iii) that tensors in Kϕ are
given by
f ⊗ λ = ϕ∗ϕ
∗(f ◦ µ) (5.iii)
for all µ ∈ Kϕ, f ∈ P(tµ).
Second, ϕ∗ϕ
∗ : PA −→ Kϕ and ψ∗ψ
∗ : PA′ −→ Kψ are both left adjoint Q-functors
(see Proposition 3.5(1)), and thus so is the composite Fψ∗ψ
∗ : PA′ −→ Kϕ. Hence, for
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all λ′ ∈ Kψ one has
K(ζ, η)λ′ = ϕ∗ϕ
∗η∗λ′
= ϕ∗ϕ
∗(λ′ ◦ ψ ◦
←−
ψ ◦ ξ) (η = ψ ◦
←−
ψ ◦ ξ)
= ϕ∗ϕ
∗
( ∨
y′∈B′
0
(λ′ ◦ ψ ◦
←−
ψ )(y′) ◦ ξ˜y′
)
= ϕ∗ϕ
∗
( ∨
y′∈B′
0
(λ′ ◦ ψ ◦
←−
ψ )(y′) ◦ (Fψ∗ψ
∗
YB′y
′)
)
(Equation (5.ii))
=
⊔
y′∈B′
0
ϕ∗ϕ
∗((λ′ ◦ ψ ◦
←−
ψ )(y′) ◦ (Fψ∗ψ
∗
YB′y
′)) (Proposition 3.8(iii))
=
⊔
y′∈B′
0
(λ′ ◦ ψ ◦
←−
ψ )(y′)⊗ (Fψ∗ψ
∗
YB′y
′) (Equation (5.iii))
= Fψ∗ψ
∗
( ∨
y′∈B′
0
(λ′ ◦ ψ ◦
←−
ψ )(y′) ◦ (YB′y
′)
)
(Proposition 3.8(iii))
= Fψ∗ψ
∗(λ′ ◦ ψ ◦
←−
ψ )
= Fψ∗(ψ ◦
←−
ψ ◦ ψ)∗λ′
= Fψ∗ψ
∗λ′ (ψ is regular)
= Fλ′, (λ′ ∈ Kψ)
where
∨
and
⊔
respectively denote the underlying joins in PB and Kϕ, completing the
proof.
WithD(Q-Dist)reg denoting the full subquantaloid ofD(Q-Dist) consisting of regular
Q-distributors, the combination of Propositions 5.3 and 5.4 shows that the restriction of
Kd : D(Q-Dist)
op −→ Q-Sup on D(Q-Dist)opreg, which we denote by
Kreg : D(Q-Dist)
op
reg −→ (Q-Sup)ccd,
is a fully faithful quantaloid homomorphism. It is moreover essentially surjective as the
second part of Theorem 4.5 claims, and thus the following conclusion arises as an imme-
diate consequence:
5.5. Theorem. Kreg : D(Q-Dist)
op
reg −→ (Q-Sup)ccd is an equivalence of quantaloids.
Hence, D(Q-Dist)reg and (Q-Sup)ccd are dually equivalent quantaloids.
5.6. Remark. The combination of Proposition 2.3 and Theorem 5.5 in fact reproduces
the dual equivalence
D(Q-Dist)opidm ≃ (Q-Sup)ccd
which was revealed by Stubbe in [39]; that is, the split-idempotent completion of Q-Dist
is dually equivalent to (Q-Sup)ccd. In particular, the above equivalence reduces to the
classical result
D(Rel)idm ≃ Supccd (5.iv)
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of Rosebrugh and Wood by setting Q = 2 [27]; just note that D(2-Dist)idm is equivalent
to its full subquantaloid D(Rel)idm and Supccd is self-dual. We also refer to Hofmann’s
work [16] for another extensive study of the equivalence (5.iv) in the context of (T,V)-
categories.
We point out that one cannot establish Proposition 5.4 without assuming the regularity
of ψ:
5.7. Example. Let Q = ([0,∞]op,+) be Lawvere’s quantale [21] with the internal hom
given by x → y = max{0, y − x}7 for all x, y ∈ Q. A Q-distributor ϕ : ⋆ //◦ ⋆ between
singleton Q-categories is precisely an element ϕ ∈ [0,∞], and it is not difficult to observe
the following facts:
(1) ϕ is regular if and only if either ϕ = 0 or ϕ =∞.
(2) Kϕ = Q for all ϕ ∈ [0,∞), where Q is equipped the standard Q-category structure
given by the internal hom →.
We claim that the map
K : Arr(Q-Dist)((0 : ⋆ //◦ ⋆), (ψ : ⋆ //◦ ⋆)) −→ Q-Sup(Q,Q)
is not full for any ψ ∈ (0,∞). Indeed, K sends each (ζ, η) : (0 : ⋆ //◦ ⋆) −→ (ψ : ⋆ //◦ ⋆)
to the left adjoint Q-functor
η∗ : Q −→ Q, x 7→ η + x.
Taking any η ∈ (0, ψ), η∗ : Q −→ Q defined as above is a left adjoint Q-functor, but
there exists no ζ : ⋆ //◦ ⋆ such that (ζ, η) : (0 : ⋆ //◦ ⋆) −→ (ψ : ⋆ //◦ ⋆) is an arrow
in Arr(Q-Dist): one must have ζ = η − ψ to get a commutative square in Q-Dist as
illustrated below, which cannot be achieved when η < ψ.
⋆ ⋆η
//
⋆
0

⋆
ζ=η−ψ
//
ψ

◦
◦
◦ ◦
6. op(ccd) implies regularity
Theorem 4.5 asserts that Kϕ is a (ccd) Q-category if ϕ is a regular Q-distributor, and
the converse statement is known to be true when Q = 2 (see Theorem 1.2). It is natural
to ask whether one can establish Theorem 1.2 in the general setting. Unfortunately, the
following counterexample gives a negative answer:
7To avoid confusion, the symbols max, ≤, etc. between (extended) real numbers always refer to the
standard order, although the quantale ([0,∞]op,+) is equipped with the reverse order of real numbers.
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6.1. Example. For Lawvere’s quantale Q = ([0,∞]op,+) considered in Example 5.7, any
ϕ : ⋆ //◦ ⋆ with ϕ ∈ (0,∞) is a non-regular Q-distributor, but Kϕ = Q = P⋆ is always a
(ccd) Q-category.
In fact, it is the constructive complete codistributivity (instead of constructive com-
plete distributivity) of Kϕ that necessarily implies the regularity of ϕ, which fails to reveal
itself in the case Q = 2 since these two notions are equivalent there. This observation
will be demonstrated in Theorem 6.3 below.
A Q-category A is constructively completely codistributive, or op(ccd) for short, if Aop
is a (ccd) Qop-category. Explicitly, A is op(ccd) if it is complete and infA : P
†
A −→ A
admits a right adjoint SA : A −→ P
†
A in Q-Cat; or equivalently, if there exists a string
of adjoint Q-functors
Y
†
A
⊣ infA ⊣ SA : A −→ P
†
A.
6.2. Example. For any Q-category A, P†A is an op(ccd) Q-category since (P†A)op ∼=
PAop is a (ccd) Qop-category. Indeed, from (3.vii) and Proposition 3.4(6) one sees that
infP†A = (Y
†
A
)←7− : P†P†A −→ P†A has a right adjoint (Y†
A
)−7→ : P†A −→ P†P†A in Q-Cat.
The main result of this section is:
6.3. Theorem. If Kϕ is op(ccd), then ϕ is regular.
Before proving this theorem, we need some preparations. Each set A equipped with a
type map t : A −→ obQ (called a Q-typed set) may be viewed as a discrete Q-category
with
A(x, y) =
{
1tx if x = y,
⊥tx,ty else.
A Q-relation (also Q-matrix [4, 15]) between Q-typed sets is exactly a Q-distributor
between discrete Q-categories, and we write |ϕ| : |A| //◦ |B| for the underlying Q-relation
of a Q-distributor ϕ : A //◦ B. It is easy to verify the following lemma:
6.4. Lemma. For Q-categories A, B and any Q-relation ϕ : |A| //◦ |B|, the following
statements are equivalent:
(1) ϕ : A //◦ B is a Q-distributor.
(2) ϕ ◦ A ≤ ϕ and B ◦ ϕ ≤ ϕ.
(3) A ≤ ϕց ϕ and B ≤ ϕւ ϕ.
6.5. Lemma. Kϕ = K|ϕ|.
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Proof. It suffices to prove that λ ∈ K|ϕ| implies λ ∈ PB for any λ ∈ P|B|. Indeed,
λ ◦ B = ((λ ◦ |ϕ|)ւ |ϕ|) ◦ B (λ ∈ K|ϕ|)
≤ ((λ ◦ |ϕ|)ւ |ϕ|) ◦ (|ϕ| ւ |ϕ|) (Lemma 6.4(iii))
≤ ((λ ◦ |ϕ|)ւ |ϕ|)
= λ, (λ ∈ K|ϕ|)
showing that λ ∈ PB.
6.6. Lemma. If F is a Q-comonad on PA and B := Fix(F ), then
sup
B
Θ = Θ ◦ γ and infBΛ = f(Λց γ)
for all Θ ∈ PB, Λ ∈ P†B, where γ : A //◦ B is the codomain restriction of the graph of
the Yoneda embedding (YA)♮ : A //◦ PA.
Proof. Let J : B −→ PA be the inclusion Q-functor, then
γ = (YA)♮(−, J−) = PA(−, J−) ◦ (YA)♮ = J
♮ ◦ (YA)♮. (6.i)
Note that Θ ◦ J ♮ = J→Θ ∈ PPA, and thus
B(Θ ◦ γ, µ) = B(Θ ◦ J ♮ ◦ (YA)♮, µ) (Equation (6.i))
= PA(Θ ◦ J ♮ ◦ (YA)♮, µ)
= PA(supPAJ
→Θ, µ) (Proposition 3.4(3))
= PB(Θ, J←YPAµ) (supPAJ
→ ⊣ J←YPA : PA −→ PB)
= (PA(−, µ) ◦ J♮)ւ Θ
= PA(J−, µ)ւ Θ
= B(−, µ)ւ Θ
for all µ ∈ B, which indicates Θ ◦ γ = supBΘ. The second identity may be verified
similarly.
Proof of Theorem 6.3. Let ϕ : A //◦ B be a Q-distributor. Note that (A0, ϕց ϕ) is
also a Q-category whose underlying Q-typed set is A0 with hom-arrows given by
(ϕց ϕ)(x, x′) = ϕ(x′,−)ց ϕ(x,−) ∈ Q(tx, tx′)
for all x, x′ ∈ A0; so is (B0, ϕւ ϕ). Thus, from Lemma 6.4(iii) one sees that ϕ : (A0, ϕց
ϕ) //◦ (B0, ϕւ ϕ) is also a Q-distributor.
Moreover, Lemma 6.5 tells us that Kϕ is independent of the Q-categorical structures
of the domain and codomain of ϕ, which guarantees
K(ϕ : A //◦ B) = K(|ϕ| : |A| //◦ |B|) = K(ϕ : (A0, ϕց ϕ) //◦ (B0, ϕւ ϕ)).
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Hence, without loss of generality one may assume the Q-distributor ϕ : A //◦ B to satisfy
A = ϕ ց ϕ and B = ϕ ւ ϕ; otherwise one just needs to consider the Q-distributor
ϕ : (A0, ϕց ϕ) //◦ (B0, ϕւ ϕ) instead, because the regularity of ϕ : A //◦ B obviously
follows from that of ϕ : (A0, ϕց ϕ) //◦ (B0, ϕւ ϕ).
Since Kϕ(∼= Kϕ) is op(ccd), one has an adjunction
infKϕ ⊣ SKϕ : Kϕ −→ P
†
Kϕ
in Q-Cat. Thus infKϕ : P
†
Kϕ −→ Kϕ is sup-preserving (see Proposition 3.8(ii)) in the
sense that
infKϕsupP†KϕΨ = supKϕinf
→
KϕΨ (6.ii)
for all Ψ ∈ PP†Kϕ. We shall apply (6.ii) to the presheaf
Ψ = ϕ(−, b) ◦H♮ : P†Kϕ //◦ A //◦ ⋆tb (6.iii)
on P†Kϕ for any b ∈ B0, where the Q-functor H : A −→ P
†
Kϕ is given by
H := (A
YA // PA
ϕ∗ϕ∗
// Kϕ
SKϕ
// P†Kϕ). (6.iv)
Step 1. Let γ : A //◦ Kϕ be the codomain restriction of (YA)♮ : A //◦ PA. We claim
infKϕγ̂ = ϕ
∗ϕ∗YA : A −→ Kϕ.
PA Kϕ
ϕ∗ϕ∗
//
A
YA

P†Kϕ
γ̂
//
infKϕ

In fact, if one restricts the codomain of ϕ˜ : B −→ PA to Kϕ, then similar to Equation
(3.vi) one derives
ϕ = ϕ˜♮ ◦ γ : A //◦ Kϕ //◦ B. (6.v)
It follows that
A ≤ γ ց γ ≤ (ϕ˜♮ ◦ γ)ց (ϕ˜♮ ◦ γ) = ϕց ϕ = A,
and consequently A = γ ց γ. Therefore, by Lemma 6.6 one soon has
infKϕγ̂x = ϕ
∗ϕ∗(γ̂xց γ) = ϕ
∗ϕ∗(γ(x,−)ց γ) = ϕ
∗ϕ∗(A(−, x)) = ϕ
∗ϕ∗YAx
for all x ∈ A0, as desired.
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Step 2. supP†KϕΨ ≤ γ ւ ϕ(−, b) in Q-Dist(⋆tb,Kϕ). Indeed,
supP†KϕΨ = (Y
†
Kϕ)
♮ ւ Ψ (Proposition 3.4(5))
≤ ((Y†
Kϕ)
♮ ◦ γ̂♮)ւ (Ψ ◦ γ̂♮)
= γ ւ (Ψ ◦ γ̂♮) (Equation (3.vi))
= γ ւ (ϕ(−, b) ◦H♮ ◦ γ̂♮) (Equation (6.iii))
= γ ւ (ϕ(−, b) ◦ (ϕ∗ϕ∗YA)
♮ ◦ S♮
Kϕ ◦ γ̂♮) (Equation (6.iv))
= γ ւ (ϕ(−, b) ◦ (ϕ∗ϕ∗YA)
♮ ◦ (infKϕ)♮ ◦ γ̂♮) (infKϕ ⊣ SKϕ)
= γ ւ (ϕ(−, b) ◦ (ϕ∗ϕ∗YA)
♮ ◦ (ϕ∗ϕ∗YA)♮) (Step 1)
≤ γ ւ ϕ(−, b). ((ϕ∗ϕ∗YA)♮ ⊣ (ϕ
∗ϕ∗YA)
♮)
Step 3. infKϕsupP†KϕΨ ≥ ϕ(−, b). First, we prove
ϕ = (γ ւ ϕ)ց γ. (6.vi)
On one hand, if one restricts the codomain of ϕ˜ : B −→ PA to Kϕ, then
ϕ˜♮ ◦ (γ ւ ϕ) = (ϕ˜♮ ◦ γ)ւ ϕ. (6.vii)
Indeed, from ϕ˜♮ ⊣ ϕ˜
♮ one has
(ϕ˜♮ ◦ γ)ւ ϕ ≤ ϕ˜♮ ◦ ϕ˜♮ ◦ ((ϕ˜
♮ ◦ γ)ւ ϕ)
≤ ϕ˜♮ ◦ ((ϕ˜♮ ◦ ϕ˜
♮ ◦ γ)ւ ϕ)
≤ ϕ˜♮ ◦ (γ ւ ϕ),
and the reverse inequality is trivial. Thus
(γ ւ ϕ)ց γ ≤ (ϕ˜♮ ◦ (γ ւ ϕ))ց (ϕ˜♮ ◦ γ)
= ((ϕ˜♮ ◦ γ)ւ ϕ)ց (ϕ˜♮ ◦ γ) (Equation (6.vii))
= (ϕւ ϕ)ց ϕ (Equation (6.v))
= Bց ϕ (ϕւ ϕ = B)
= ϕ.
On the other hand, ϕ ≤ (γ ւ ϕ)ց γ is trivial, showing the validity of (6.vi).
Second, since it follows from supP†KϕΨ ≤ γ ւ ϕ(−, b) in Q-Dist(⋆tb,Kϕ) that
supP†KϕΨ ≥ γ ւ ϕ(−, b) in P
†
Kϕ (see Remark 3.1), it follows that
infKϕsupP†KϕΨ ≥ infKϕ(γ ւ ϕ(−, b))
= ϕ∗ϕ∗((γ ւ ϕ(−, b))ց γ) (Lemma 6.6)
= ϕ∗ϕ∗(ϕ(−, b)) (Equation (6.vi))
= ϕ∗ϕ∗ϕ
∗
YBb (Equation (3.iv))
= ϕ∗YBb (ϕ
∗ ⊣ ϕ∗)
= ϕ(−, b). (Equation (3.iv))
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Step 4. supKϕinf
→
KϕΨ = ϕ(−, b) ◦ (Aւ ϕ) ◦ ϕ. First, infKϕSKϕ = 1Kϕ since
1Kϕ = infKϕY
†
Kϕ ≤ infKϕSKϕinfKϕY
†
Kϕ = infKϕSKϕ ≤ 1Kϕ
follows from Y†
Kϕ ⊣ infKϕ ⊣ SKϕ : Kϕ −→ P
†
Kϕ.
Second,
(Aւ ϕ) ◦ ϕ = (ϕ∗ϕ∗YA)
♮ ◦ γ (6.viii)
since
(A(−, x)ւ ϕ) ◦ ϕ = ϕ∗ϕ∗YAx
= supKϕYKϕϕ
∗ϕ∗YAx (supKϕYKϕ = 1Kϕ)
= (YKϕϕ
∗ϕ∗YAx) ◦ γ (Lemma 6.6)
= Kϕ(−, ϕ∗ϕ∗YAx) ◦ γ
= (ϕ∗ϕ∗YA)
♮(−, x) ◦ γ.
for all x ∈ A0. Hence,
sup
Kϕinf
→
KϕΨ = supKϕ(Ψ ◦ inf
♮
Kϕ) (see (3.vii))
= sup
Kϕ(ϕ(−, b) ◦ (ϕ
∗ϕ∗YA)
♮ ◦ S♮
Kϕ ◦ inf
♮
Kϕ) (Equations (6.iii) & (6.iv))
= sup
Kϕ(ϕ(−, b) ◦ (ϕ
∗ϕ∗YA)
♮) (infKϕSKϕ = 1Kϕ)
= ϕ(−, b) ◦ (ϕ∗ϕ∗YA)
♮ ◦ γ (Lemma 6.6)
= ϕ(−, b) ◦ (Aւ ϕ) ◦ ϕ. (Equation (6.viii))
Step 5. As b ∈ B0 is arbitrary, Step 3 and Step 4 in combination with Equation (6.ii)
lead to
ϕ ◦←−ϕ ◦ ϕ = ϕ ◦ ((ϕց ϕ)ւ ϕ) ◦ ϕ = ϕ ◦ (Aւ ϕ) ◦ ϕ ≥ ϕ.
From Proposition 2.1 one concludes that ϕ is regular.
The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Theorems 4.5 and 6.3:
6.7. Corollary. For any Q-distributor ϕ, if Kϕ is op(ccd), then it is also (ccd).
6.8. Example. For any small quantaloid Q, the terminal object in Q-Cat is given by
(obQ,⊤) with ⊤(X, Y ) = ⊤X,Y : X −→ Y , the top element in Q(X, Y ). (obQ,⊤) is
both (ccd) and op(ccd) since
(obQ,⊤) = P∅ = P†∅,
where ∅ denotes the empty Q-category, i.e., the initial object in Q-Cat. Therefore:
(1) K∅(= P∅) is both (ccd) and op(ccd).
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(2) For any X, Y ∈ obQ, the bottom element ⊥X,Y ∈ Q(X, Y ) gives a Q-distributor
⊥X,Y : ⋆X //◦ ⋆Y . Then K⊥X,Y is a Q-subcategory of PY consisting of Q-arrows
⊤Y,Z (Z ∈ obQ). It is straightforward to verify K⊥X,Y ∼= (obQ,⊤) and, conse-
quently, K⊥X,Y is both (ccd) and
op(ccd).
It should be reminded that for a general quantaloid Q, neither the converse statement
of Theorem 6.3 nor that of Corollary 6.7 is true:
6.9. Example. For the identity Q-distributor on any Q-category A (which is clearly
regular), KA = PA is (ccd) (see Examples 3.6 and 4.2) but in general not op(ccd).
However, one is able to reconcile the notions of regularity, (ccd) and op(ccd) when Q
is a Girard quantaloid as discussed in the next section.
7. Girard quantaloids reconcile regularity, (ccd) and op(ccd)
In a quantaloid Q, a family of Q-arrows {dX : X −→ X}X∈obQ is a cyclic family (resp.
dualizing family) if
dX ւ f = f ց dY (resp. (dX ւ f)ց dX = f = dY ւ (f ց dY ))
for all Q-arrows f : X −→ Y . A Girard quantaloid [30] is a quantaloid Q equipped with
a cyclic dualizing family of Q-arrows.
In a Girard quantaloid Q, each Q-arrow f : X −→ Y has a complement
¬f = dX ւ f = f ց dY : Y −→ X,
which clearly satisfies ¬¬f = f . For each Q-category A,
(¬A)(y, x) = ¬A(x, y)
gives a Q-distributor ¬A : A //◦ A, and it is straightforward to check that
{¬A : A //◦ A}A∈ob(Q-Dist)
is a cyclic dualizing family of Q-Dist; this gives the “only if” part of the following
proposition. As for the “if” part, just note that Q can be fully faithfully embedded
in Q-Dist:
7.1. Proposition. (See [30].) A small quantaloid Q is a Girard quantaloid if, and only
if, Q-Dist is a Girard quantaloid.
Hence, with Q being Girard, each Q-distributor ϕ : A //◦ B has a complement
¬ϕ := ¬Aւ ϕ = ϕց ¬B : B //◦ A.
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7.2. Example.
(1) Every Girard quantale [29, 47] is a one-object Girard quantaloid.
(2) Rel is a Girard quantaloid since it is a full subquantaloid of the Girard quantaloid
2-Dist, where 2-Dist being Girard follows from Proposition 7.1 and the fact that
2 is a Girard quantale.
(3) Each complete Boolean algebra (L,∧,∨,¬, 0, 1) induces a Girard quantaloid D(L)
[17, 25, 42] (i.e., the quantaloid of diagonals in the one-object quantaloid L) with
the following data:
• objects in D(L) are the elements of L;
• D(L)(X, Y ) = {f ∈ L : f ≤ X ∧ Y } with inherited order from L;
• the composition of D(L)-arrows f ∈ D(L)(X, Y ), g ∈ D(L)(Y, Z) is given by
g ◦ f = g ∧ f ;
• the identity D(L)-arrow in D(L)(X,X) is X itself.
It is straightforward to check that {0 : X −→ X}X∈L is a cyclic dualizing family in
D(L).
(4) Each quantaloid Q is embedded in a Girard quantaloid QG [34] with the following
data:
• objects in QG are the same as those in Q;
• QG(X, Y ) = Q(X, Y )×Q(Y,X) with∨
i∈I
(fi, f
′
i) =
(∨
i∈I
fi,
∧
i∈I
f ′i
)
for all {(fi, f
′
i)}i∈I ⊆ QG(X, Y );
• the composition of QG-arrows (f, f
′) : X −→ Y , (g, g′) : Y −→ Z is given by
(g, g′) ◦ (f, f ′) = (g ◦ f, (f ′ ւ g) ∧ (f ց g′));
• the identity QG-arrow in QG(X,X) is (1X ,⊤X,X) : X −→ X .
The most important property of Girard-quantaloid-enriched categories is that presheaf
Q-categories are isomorphic to copresheaf Q-categories:
7.3. Proposition. If Q is a small Girard quantaloid, then for any Q-category A,
¬ : PA −→ P†A
is an isomorphism in Q-Cat.
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Proof. Since {¬A}A∈ob(Q-Dist) is a cyclic dualizing family, one has
PA(µ, λ) = λւ µ = ((¬Aւ λ)ց ¬A)ւ µ = (¬Aւ λ)ց (¬Aւ µ) = P†A(¬µ,¬λ)
for all µ, λ ∈ PA. Thus ¬ : PA −→ P†A is a fully faithful Q-functor, and consequently
an isomorphism in Q-Cat since it is obviously surjective.
7.4. Proposition. If Q is a small Girard quantaloid, then a Q-category is (ccd) if and
only if it is op(ccd).
Proof. Suppose that A is a skeletal (ccd) Q-category. Then A is a retract of PA in
Q-Inf since A
YA //
oo
supA
PA satisfies supA YA = 1A and both supA, YA are right adjoints in
Q-Cat. As PA ∼= P†A by Proposition 7.3, PA is op(ccd); hence the dual of Proposition
4.3 implies that A is op(ccd). This proves the “only if” part, and the “if” part is precisely
the dual of the “only if” part.
Therefore, as an immediate consequence of Theorems 4.5, 6.3 and Proposition 7.4, one
has the following generalized version of Theorem 1.2:
7.5. Theorem. If Q is a small Girard quantaloid, then for any Q-distributor ϕ, the
following statements are equivalent:
(i) ϕ is regular.
(ii) Kϕ is (ccd).
(iii) Kϕ is op(ccd).
8. When Q is a commutative integral quantale
One may wonder whether Q being Girard is essential for Theorem 7.5 to be true; that is,
suppose that
ϕ is regular ⇐⇒ Kϕ is (ccd) ⇐⇒ Kϕ is op(ccd)
for all Q-distributors ϕ, is Q necessarily a Girard quantaloid? Although it is difficult to
answer this question for a general small quantaloid Q, we do have some partial results
when Q is a commutative integral quantale as the following Theorem 8.2 shows. As a
preparation, we explain the involved notions first.
An integral quantale (Q,&) is a one-object quantaloid in which the unit 1 of the
underlying monoid (Q,&) is the top element of the complete lattice Q. It is moreover
commutative if p&q = q&p for all p, q ∈ Q, and in this case we write
p→ q := q ւ p = pց q
for the adjoints induced by the monoid multiplication &, which satisfies
p&q ≤ r ⇐⇒ p ≤ q → r
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for all p, q, r ∈ Q. The operation → makes Q itself a Q-category, which may also be
viewed as the presheaf Q-category of the singleton Q-category ⋆, i.e., Q = P⋆.
A Girard quantale [29, 47] is precisely a one-object Girard quantaloid. For a com-
mutative integral quantale (Q,&), the commutativity ensures that every element of Q is
cyclic, and the integrality forces a dualizing element in Q, whenever it exists, to be the
bottom element ⊥ of Q. Hence, a commutative integral quantale (Q,&) is Girard if, and
only if,
q = (q → ⊥)→ ⊥
for all q ∈ Q.
8.1. Example.
(1) Every frame is a commutative integral quantale, and Girard frames are precisely
complete Boolean algebras.
(2) Every complete BL-algebra [14] is a commutative integral quantale, and it is Girard
if and only if it is an MV-algebra [7]. In particular, the unit interval [0, 1] equipped
with a continuous t-norm [20] is a commutative integral quantale, and it becomes a
Girard quantale if and only if it is isomorphic to [0, 1] equipped with the  Lukasiewicz
t-norm.
(3) Lawvere’s quantaleQ = ([0,∞]op,+) (see Example 5.7) is commutative and integral,
but it is not Girard.
8.2. Theorem. 8 Let (Q,&) be a commutative integral quantale. Then the following
statements are equivalent:
(i) ⊥ is a dualizing element, hence Q is a Girard quantale.
(ii) A Q-category is (ccd) if and only if it is op(ccd).
(iii) For any Q-distributor ϕ, Kϕ is (ccd) if and only if it is op(ccd).
(iv) For any Q-distributor ϕ, ϕ is regular if and only if Kϕ is op(ccd).
(v) Q is an op(ccd) Q-category.
Proof. (i) =⇒ (ii): Proposition 7.4.
(ii) =⇒ (iii): Trivial.
(iii) =⇒ (iv): Theorems 4.5 and 6.3.
(iv) =⇒ (v): Since the identity Q-distributor on the singleton Q-category ⋆ is regular,
from Example 3.6 one sees that Q = P⋆ = K⋆ is op(ccd).
8The authors are indebted to Professor Dexue Zhang for helpful discussions on this theorem.
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(v) =⇒ (i): Since Q is op(ccd), infQ : P
†Q −→ Q is a left adjoint in Q-Cat. Let
λ be the bottom element in Q-Dist(⋆,Q), i.e., λ(p) = ⊥ for all p ∈ Q. Then for any
q ∈ Q = P⋆,
q = q&1
= q ⊗Q 1 (Proposition 3.4(1))
= q ⊗Q
∧
p∈Q
λ(p)→ p (λ(p) = ⊥)
= q ⊗Q infQλ (Proposition 3.4(4))
= infQ(q ⊗P†Q λ) (Proposition 3.8(iii))
= infQ(q → λ) (Proposition 3.4(2))
=
∧
p∈Q
(q → λ(p))→ p (Proposition 3.4(4))
=
∧
p∈Q
(q → ⊥)→ p (λ(p) = ⊥)
= (q → ⊥)→ ⊥,
which shows that ⊥ is a dualizing element, completing the proof.
9. Concluding remarks
Let ϕ be a Q-distributor. Consider the implications labelled in the following diagram:
Kϕ is op(ccd) ϕ is regular1© +3 Kϕ is (ccd)2© +3
3©
px
4©
ai
5©
`h
• For any small quantaloid Q, 1© and 2© are always true (Theorems 4.5 and 6.3).
• If Q is a Girard quantaloid, then 1©- 5© are all true (Theorem 7.5).
• When Q is a commutative integral quantale, either 3© or 4© is true for all ϕ if, and
only if, Q is a Girard quantale (Theorem 8.2).
We end this paper with the following questions:
• When Q is a commutative integral quantale, what is the necessary and sufficient
condition for 5© to be true for all ϕ? We do not know the answer even in this special
case.
• For a general small quantaloid Q, what is the necessary and sufficient condition for
any (or all) of 3©, 4©, 5© to be true for all ϕ?
28 HONGLIANG LAI AND LILI SHEN
References
[1] H.-J. Bandelt. Regularity and complete distributivity. Semigroup Forum, 19(1):123–
126, 1980.
[2] J. Be´nabou. Les distributeurs. Universite´ Catholique de Louvain, Institute de
Mate´matique Pure et Applique´e, Rapport no. 33, 1973.
[3] J. Be´nabou. Distributors at work. Lecture notes of a course given at TU Darmstadt,
2000.
[4] R. Betti, A. Carboni, R. Street, and R. F. C. Walters. Variation through enrichment.
Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 29(2):109–127, 1983.
[5] F. Borceux. Handbook of Categorical Algebra: Volume 1, Basic Category Theory, vol-
ume 50 of Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 1994.
[6] F. Borceux. Handbook of Categorical Algebra: Volume 2, Categories and Structures,
volume 51 of Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, Cambridge, 1994.
[7] C. C. Chang. Algebraic analysis of many valued logics. Transactions of the American
Mathematical Society, 88(2):467–490, 1958.
[8] A. H. Clifford and G. B. Preston. The Algebraic Theory of Semigroups, Part 1,
volume 7 ofMathematical Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society,
Providence, 1961.
[9] M. Erne´. Distributive laws for concept lattices. Algebra Universalis, 30(4):538–580,
1993.
[10] B. Fawcett and R. J. Wood. Constructive complete distributivity. I. Mathematical
Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society, 107:81–89, 1990.
[11] M. Grandis. Weak subobjects and the epi-monic completion of a category. Journal
of Pure and Applied Algebra, 154(1-3):193–212, 2000.
[12] M. Grandis. On the monad of proper factorisation systems in categories. Journal of
Pure and Applied Algebra, 171(1):17–26, 2002.
[13] J. A. Green. On the structure of semigroups. Annals of Mathematics, 54(1):163–172,
1951.
[14] P. Ha´jek. Metamathematics of Fuzzy Logic, volume 4 of Trends in Logic. Springer,
Dordrecht, 1998.
REGULARITY VS. CONSTRUCTIVE COMPLETE (CO)DISTRIBUTIVITY 29
[15] H. Heymans. Sheaves on Quantales as Generalized Metric Spaces. PhD thesis, Uni-
versiteit Antwerpen, Belgium, 2010.
[16] D. Hofmann. Duality for distributive spaces. Theory and Applications of Categories,
28(3):66–122, 2013.
[17] U. Ho¨hle and T. Kubiak. A non-commutative and non-idempotent theory of quantale
sets. Fuzzy Sets and Systems, 166:1–43, 2011.
[18] U. Ho¨hle and T. Kubiak. On regularity of sup-preserving maps: generalizing
Zarecki˘ı’s theorem. Semigroup Forum, 83(2):313–319, 2011.
[19] J. M. Howie. Fundamentals of Semigroup Theory, volume 12 of London Mathematical
Society Monographs New Series. Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1995.
[20] E. P. Klement, R. Mesiar, and E. Pap. Triangular Norms, volume 8 of Trends in
Logic. Springer, Dordrecht, 2000.
[21] F. W. Lawvere. Metric spaces, generalized logic and closed categories. Rendiconti
del Seminario Mate´matico e Fisico di Milano, XLIII:135–166, 1973.
[22] R. B. B. Lucyshyn-Wright. Totally distributive toposes. Journal of Pure and Applied
Algebra, 216(11):2425–2431, 2012.
[23] S. Mac Lane. Categories for the Working Mathematician, volume 5 of Graduate Texts
in Mathematics. Springer, New York, second edition, 1998.
[24] F. Marmolejo, R. Rosebrugh, and R. J. Wood. Completely and totally distributive
categories I. Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 216(8-9):1775–1790, 2012.
[25] Q. Pu and D. Zhang. Preordered sets valued in a GL-monoid. Fuzzy Sets and Systems,
187(1):1–32, 2012.
[26] Q. Pu and D. Zhang. Categories enriched over a quantaloid: Algebras. Theory and
Applications of Categories, 30(21):751–774, 2015.
[27] R. Rosebrugh and R. J. Wood. Constructive complete distributivity IV. Applied
Categorical Structures, 2(2):119–144, 1994.
[28] R. Rosebrugh and R. J. Wood. An adjoint characterization of the category of sets.
Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 122(2):409–413, 1997.
[29] K. I. Rosenthal. Quantales and their Applications, volume 234 of Pitman research
notes in mathematics series. Longman, Harlow, 1990.
[30] K. I. Rosenthal. Girard quantaloids. Mathematical Structures in Computer Science,
2:93–108, 1992.
30 HONGLIANG LAI AND LILI SHEN
[31] K. I. Rosenthal. The Theory of Quantaloids, volume 348 of Pitman Research Notes
in Mathematics Series. Longman, Harlow, 1996.
[32] B. M. Schein. Regular elements of the semigroup of all binary relations. Semigroup
Forum, 13(1):95–102, 1976.
[33] L. Shen. Adjunctions in Quantaloid-enriched Categories. PhD thesis, Sichuan Uni-
versity, Chengdu, 2014.
[34] L. Shen, Y. Tao, and D. Zhang. Chu connections and back diagonals between Q-
distributors. Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 220(5):1858–1901, 2016.
[35] L. Shen and D. Zhang. Categories enriched over a quantaloid: Isbell adjunctions and
Kan adjunctions. Theory and Applications of Categories, 28(20):577–615, 2013.
[36] I. Stubbe. Categorical structures enriched in a quantaloid: categories, distributors
and functors. Theory and Applications of Categories, 14(1):1–45, 2005.
[37] I. Stubbe. Categorical structures enriched in a quantaloid: orders and ideals over a
base quantaloid. Applied Categorical Structures, 13:235–255, 2005.
[38] I. Stubbe. Categorical structures enriched in a quantaloid: tensored and cotensored
categories. Theory and Applications of Categories, 16(14):283–306, 2006.
[39] I. Stubbe. Towards “dynamic domains”: Totally continuous cocompleteQ-categories.
Theoretical Computer Science, 373(12):142–160, 2007.
[40] I. Stubbe. An introduction to quantaloid-enriched categories. Fuzzy Sets and Systems,
256:95–116, 2014.
[41] J. von Neumann. On regular rings. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences
of the United States of America, 22(12):707–713, 1936.
[42] R. F. C. Walters. Sheaves and Cauchy-complete categories. Cahiers de Topologie et
Ge´ome´trie Diffe´rentielle Cate´goriques, 22(3):283–286, 1981.
[43] R. J. Wood. Ordered sets via adjunction. In M. C. Pedicchio and W. Tholen,
editors, Categorical Foundations: Special Topics in Order, Topology, Algebra, and
Sheaf Theory, volume 97 of Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications, pages
5–48. Cambridge University Press, 2003.
[44] X. Xu. Relational Representations of Complete Latices and Their Applications. PhD
thesis, Sichuan University, Chengdu, 2004.
[45] X. Xu and Y. Liu. Regular relations and strictly completely regular ordered spaces.
Topology and its Applications, 135(1-3):1–12, 2004.
REGULARITY VS. CONSTRUCTIVE COMPLETE (CO)DISTRIBUTIVITY 31
[46] J.-C. Yang. A theorem on the semigroup of binary relations. Proceedings of the
American Mathematical Society, 22:134–135, 1969.
[47] D. N. Yetter. Quantales and (noncommutative) linear logic. Journal of Symbolic
Logic, 55(1):41–64, 1990.
[48] K. A. Zarecki˘ı. The semigroup of binary relations. Matematicheskii Sbornik,
61(3):291–305, 1963.
School of Mathematics, Sichuan University
Chengdu 610064, China
Email: hllai@scu.edu.cn
shenlili@scu.edu.cn
